If all the ovarian tissue had been removed from the first woman, the ovum certainly came from the second woman, and consequently the child was hers. It was the result of her ovum.
But if it was a question of inheriting money, the child being presumably the offspring of the father, but not of the mother (his wife), it was illegitimate.
Dr James Ritchie said that in view of the recorded cases in which pregnancy had occurred after both ovaries had been believed to have been entirely removed, it would be difficult to say whether the ovum in the case under discussion was from the grafted tissue. Supposing, however, He held that when a man married a woman her ovaries belonged to him; and even after they were transferred to another woman they were still his. So the offspring of the second woman must be a bastard. He did not see how it could be otherwise.
The second woman acted as a foster-mother. If the second had bought and paid for a piece of ovarian tissue which was then grafted, the legal question would be of a different nature.
